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The tumult and shouting at 
last week’s hearings on anti- 
war groups caused congress- 
men to raise again the ques- 
tion whether the House Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activi- 
ties should continue. 

A cross-section indicated 
yesterday that the long-contro- 
versial yet long-lived com- 
mittee has more to fear from 
the courts than from Congress 
at this time. 

The searing and jeering 
outbreaks and police ousting 
of two witnesses, a lawyer, 

: and almost 50 demonstrating 
| spectators encouraged peren- 
j nial critics to hope that the 
| committee, which originated 
in 1938, is finally headed for 
the parliamentary graveyard. 

But other House members, 
including some who hold no 
brief for the committee’s 
operations and past record, 
caution that any such predic- 
tions are premature, if not 
wishfully exaggerated. 

Several factors, including 
the overwhelming House 
majorities which annually 
have appropriated several 
hundred thousand dollars for 
committee expenses, indicate 
that any attack of that kind 
would not get very far. 

Committee Backing Noted 

Objective observers feel that 
the 1 committee’s most active 
and outspoken foes in the 
House would have trouble 
even curtailing the expense 
fund. They noted that House 
speeches sympathizing with 
the committee during all the 
trouble last week far outnum- 
bered those urging its aboli- 
tion. 

Despite aE its difficulties 
through the years, including 
the controversial Hiss-Cham- 
bers hearings of the late 1940s 
in the same Cannon Office 
Building caucus room, the 
committee has had more than 
its share of luck. 

U.S. District Judge Howard 
W. Corcoran’s temporary 
restraining order, subsequent- 
ly overturned, raised a rally- 
ing cry for the legislative 
branch as a whole. Although 
the basic issue involved the 
constitutional doctrine of 
separation of powers, the 
committee unquestionably 
benefitted from the show of 


congressional support for its 
determination to go ahead 
with the hearings. 

The committee is not yet out 
of the judicial woods. That 
very fact, however, in the 
opinion of some legislators, 
will tend to protect the com- 
mittee from demolition or 
drastic financial curtailing 
until the courts hand down a 
final decision, if they ever do. 

Old Phrase Recalled 

Another reason committee 
members themselves and 
other more or less sympathet- 
ic legislators believe the 
committee wiH survive the 
present crisis was summed up 
by a congressman who para- 
phrased a campaign appeal 
for President Grover Cleve- 
land: “They love him for the 
enemies he has made.” 

The exhibition put on by 
many of the witnesses and 
their sympathizers before, j 
during and after the hearings ' 
did not impress or inspire 
sympathy among members of 
Congress or officials in the 
Justice Department and other 
governmental gaencies. 


In their opinion, it was not a 
clear-cut battle between the 
“good guys’ fighting for 
reasonable dissent and criti- 
cism and the “bad guys” 
standing pat for reactionary 
and dictatorial denial of 
constitutional and personal 
rights. 

Committee Criticized 

Critics for years have 
accused the committee of 
being interested mainly in 
exposure for the sake of 
exposure rather than legiti- 
mate information on which 
legislation could be based. 
They also have complained 
that the committee, with its 
big expense account, has 
produced nothing very new or 
important either in the form of 
legislation, information or 
recommendations. 

But Rep. Joe R. Pool, D- 
Tex., who chaired the hear- 
ings last week, predicted the 
committee wiE approve 
legislation to punish anti-war 
acts and that the House wiE go 
along. He is the chief sponsor 
of the legislation aimed at 
persons who block the move- 
ment of men and materials or 
who raise medical supplies or 
blood for the North Vietnam- 
ese and Viet Cong. 

Critics note that the commit- 
tee has figured for many 
years in tumultuous hearings 
and upheavals. The pubHcity 


it got last week was regarded 
as the worst in the commit- 
tee’s history. 

There will continue to be 
controversy as to whether the 
publicity for everyone con- 
cel ned was caused mainly ’by 
the committee or by defiant 
witnesses, persistent attorneys 
nd audience demonstrations 
y/hich apparently were organ- 
ized in detaE and were turned 
on or off as the session 
seemed to require. 

About the only thing that 
many legislators agree on is 
that the happenings last week 
hardly could happen anywhere 
else in Congress, much less in 
the courts. 

House and Senate chambers 
as weE as various committees 
have had bad times, including 
shots taken at members in 
session. But the events of last 
week prompted a House 
liberal Democrat to exclaim in 
exasperation: 

“Can you imagine Sen. Mc- 
CleEan or Fulbright or Bobby 
Kennedy or House Armed 
Services Committee Chairman 
Mendel Rivers or almost any 
committee in Congress per- 
mitting what happened at 
those hearings? 

“And do you think that 
lawyers and witnesses could 
get away with or even attempt 
that kind of conduct before 
any other House or Senate 
committee?” 



